ERCOT Planning Working Group
March 27, 2013 Meeting Minutes
Attendees: 
John Moore, Stratus Energy, Chair

Prabhu Gnanam, Vice Chair

Yvette Landin, ERCOT

Brad Schwartz, Hunt Power

Julius Horvath, WETT (SSWG Chair)
Christopher Azeredo, ERCOT

Don Le, Lone Star

John Adams, ERCOT
Isabel Flores, ERCOT

Paul Hassink, AEPSC
Wayne Kemper, CenterPoint Energy

Michael Juricek, Oncor 

Ed Sihlva, Luminant 

Shirley Mathew, Texas RE

Ken Chui, LCRA

Ken Bowen, CPS Energy
Liz Jones, Oncor

Brad Myers, AEP

Brian Ryan, Austin Energy

Marguerite Wagner, Edison Mission 
Jay Texiera, ERCOT (phone)

Walter Reed, Wind Coalition (phone)
Randy Jones, Calpine (phone)
Bob Nelson, Siemens (phone)
Summary of meeting discussion:

1. Antitrust Admonition reviewed

2. Proposed Agenda reviewed and no additions indicated

3. OPSTF Issue 12(a): Develop future year seasonal cases in DSB
a. Julius Horvath reported on status of SSWG developing future seasonal cases in DSB
b. Consideration had been given to delaying the development of future seasonal cases until experience could be gained from deploying this year’s seasonal case.
c. Timing to get new cases for next year requires data set to be developed by June to take to ROS.
d. Additional discussion is planned at April SSWG meeting (call)
e. Some questions from PLWG members on whether a PGRR would be required as it inclusion of future seasonal cases could be considered changes in procedures.
f.  John Adams commented that he felt that the Generation Interconnection Procedure requires that a seasonal case (high wind/low load) be used in ERCOT wind generation interconnection assessment.
g. PLWG requested that SSWG provide an update at April PLWG meeting.
4. PGRR027 - Analysis of Subsynchronous Resonance Studies in Transmission Studies

a. Brad Myers reviewed AEP’s comments on PGRR027

b. Edits prepared to PGRR027 responding to AEP and Oncor’s comments as modified in PLWG meeting discussion.

c. Additional discussion ensued on question of who is responsible for “mitigation costs” from SSR problem

d. Concern raised on transparency of SSR conditions and communication re: potential impacts on existing generation; how was this going to develop?

e. Calpine and Edison Mission requested consideration to delay action on PGRR027 until a complementary document be developed addressing how SSR would addressed when impacts on existing generation is identified. 

f. Oncor supports a position where PGRR027 addressing SSR with new generation and having OWG address SSR issues attributed to existing generation.

g. AEP raised the concern re: how will SSR conditions be addresses if SSR develops from future transmission upgrades.

h. Isabel committed ERCOT staff to developing a set of issues/proposed actions involving existing generation for April PLWG meeting.

i. Consensus from PLWG to submit revised PGRR027 document to ROS; Calpine and Edison Mission did not support submission to ROS and to delay until plans on how/who would be responsible for SSR mitigation on existing generation.    

5. Reviewed Agenda Item 5 re: PLWG matters at ROS, TAC and Board; no additional commentary

6. PGRR028 - Evaluation of Compliance with reactive requirements
a. John Adams provided overview of latest draft language.
b. Oncor raised a concern that a single voltage profile cannot be used; there is considerable variation in voltage conditions (Voltage profiles are posted in MIS for all Points of Interconnection (POI) for summer and winter.

c. Considerable discussion on the basis for establishing the voltage profile conditions to be used in assessing the reactance requirements.

d. Consideration of current version of PGRR028 was tabled until a revised version could be developed and reissued by John Adams (estimated to occur in two weeks from PLWG meeting). 
7. Agenda Item 6.b.
a. Prabhu Gnanam described his plans to draft a PGRR for consideration at the April PLWG meeting addressing “Establishing December 31 as deadline for submission of Regional Transmission Plan”
8. System Operating Limits (SOL) Methodology discussion
a. Prabhu reported that the subject of the ERCOT SOL methodology is being addressed in one of the ERCOT staff Transmission Planning groups.

b. Shirley Mathew (TRE) commented that the current standard refers to the “5-Year Plan” and needs to be revised to reflect the new long-term planning study “Regional Transmission Planning Study”.

c. Shirley inquired if ERCOT was going to offer additional clarity on what base cases would be used to assess SOL.

d. Shirley also noted that a “seasonal case was required for the SOL assessment

e. Prabhu committed to reporting to the April PLWG meeting on the status of ERCOT’s efforts to complete their proposed SOL methodology.
f. SSWG will be contacted to communicate the need for a seasonal base case to perform the SOL as required by TRE/NERC requirements 

9. PLWG PGRR Status Bar reviewed with updated status of active PGRRs

Open action items:

	Action Items
	Responsible Party

	Create PGRR establishing Dec 31 as deadline for annual submission of Regional Transmission Plan 
	Prabhu Gnanam 

	PGRR028 updated draft for consideration at April PLWG meeting
	J Adams

	PGRR027 finalization; submission to ROS 
	Y Landin

	Report from SSWG on plans for developing seasonal base cases
	J Horvath


Next Meeting: April 24, 2013

